The restoration of teeth with severe wear is clearly complex. Not only does one need to consider the longevity of the restoration but also the effect it may have on the opposing teeth and the effect on the pulp.
Furthermore, some restorations may fail catastrophically, whilst others need only be smoothed or repaired. Thus in the ideal world we would expect to find evidence based guidelines 17 or a systematic review 18 of randomised controlled trials that would pull these data together and help us clinicians make evidence-based decisions with our patients about how to restore their teeth. In the absence of a systematic review we would like to identify one or more ran- 
Search strategy
Given the variable means of restoring the worn dentition (and therefore the large number of possible combinations that could be involved in an RCT) I chose to search using terms related to TSL only. 19 and search #3 a filter for randomised controlled trials. 20 Search #4 therefore should include systematic reviews involving TSL and search #5 should include all trials involving TSL.
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In a similar fashion all the databases of the Cochrane Library 21 were searched.
However, because the library already sorts reports into systematic reviews and trials, there was no need to include filters.
Twelve of these were Cochrane Reviews, one was another systematic review, 
Results
Two guidelines were identified that addressed tooth sensitivity and erosion. 24, 25 Neither was able to quote evidence higher than expert opinion or observational studies in support of individual restorative measures for the replacement of tooth tissue.
Neither was able to recommend one method of intervention over another.
I was unable to identify any systematic reviews that considered restoration of the worn dentition. One randomised controlled trial met the inclusion criteria that two interventions be compared in a randomised controlled trial. 26 
